In many bird species with delayed dispersal, siblings differ in how long they postpone independence. Some offspring remain with their parents for a year or more and generally forego personal reproduction, while other siblings disperse in the first summer of life. We studied the basis for this variation by following dispersal among newly fledged Siberian jays, Perisoreus infaustus, carrying radiotransmitters. Postponed dispersal was the preferred option. Sibling rivalry preceded dispersal, and the larger and socially dominant siblings within broods were more likely to stay. No sex effect was found: males and females were just as likely to delay dispersal. This role of sibling rivalry shows that models explaining delayed dispersal based on ecological constraints outside the natal territory are too simplistic. The process of within-brood competition in determining which individuals disperse and which ones delay dispersal indicates that there are benefits to be gained from remaining in the natal territory. 
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About 3% of bird species are known to live in family groups showing a complex social behaviour with cooperative breeding (Emlen 1995) . The evolutionary implications of relatedness are profound, because cooperation among group members implies a potential for inclusive fitness gains (Hamilton 1964) . A social behaviour with prolonged association in family units requires that the offspring postpone, or entirely forego, dispersal (Emlen 1982; Brown 1987) . Despite their key role in explaining social organization, behaviours involved in the dispersal event have rarely been studied (but see Black & Owen 1987; Strickland 1991) . Our objective in this study was to obtain information on behaviour during dispersal.
Retained offspring regularly act as helpers at the nest and assist their parents. Nevertheless, the dispersal decision does not seem to depend on future involvement of offspring in cooperative breeding. There are a growing number of examples of species where offspring postpone dispersal although they do not provide help at the nest (Gayou 1986; Veltman 1989; Birkhead 1991; Ekman et al. 1994; Newton et al. 1994; Walls & Kenward 1998; Robinson 2000; Green & Cockburn 2001) . Models aiming to explain delayed dispersal have also focused on ecological constraints that prevent independent reproduction (Brown 1969; Emlen 1982 Emlen , 1997 Stacey & Ligon 1991) rather than inclusive fitness gains from being a helper. These models, however, were not designed to handle individual variation among siblings. They assume that all broodmates are prevented from dispersing by the same constraint on access to breeding habitat elsewhere, and also assume no differences between offspring in what they gain from staying. Therefore, dispersal becomes the preferred option by all broodmates once there is a suitable vacancy. Delayed dispersal could then be primarily expected among poor-quality phenotypes, with a low potential to compete for vacancies (Richner 1989 (Richner , 1992 . However, individual broodmates may have different constraints when it comes to choosing the timing of dispersal, and these may shed light on factors promoting delayed dispersal.
Postponement of dispersal is based on two conditions. First, the offspring foregoes personal reproduction, and, second, the offspring remains within the natal territory as long as it does not breed independently. Although a constraint in lack of suitable habitat may explain why offspring forego personal reproduction (Zack 1990; Komdeur 1992; Komdeur et al. 1995; Ekman et al. 2001b) , it is not sufficient to explain why an offspring remains in the natal territory rather than disperses in search of habitat offering a breeding opportunity. Many species do not postpone dispersal, although they are constrained from independent breeding (Patterson 1980) . If delayed dispersal is to maximize reproduction over a lifetime, then remaining in the natal territory has to offer benefits that the offspring cannot gain elsewhere. 'Home' must have a special value. Models that include sibling rivalry predict that delaying dispersal might be a tactic to optimize future breeding opportunities (Kokko & Johnstone 1999 
